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“Sterilized - at 250 Fahr,” and (remainder) - “Sterilized,?: since -it:mwas not
_Sterile but was contaminated with aerobic and-anaerobic micro-organisms.
It was alleged to be misbranded in-that the statements on the labels, .(a

portion) “Sterilized at 250 Fahr * * * Prepared For The Medidal Pro-
fession,” (remainder) - “Sterilized,” were false and misleading  when applied
to an article that was net sterile. 'The article was alleged to be misbranded
further in that the statements “Geo. L. Clafin Co. * * . * Providence, R. 1.,”
with respect to a portion-of the product, and the statements “Claflin’s Gauze
‘Pads” and “Geo. L. Claflin Co. * * =* ‘Providence, R. 1.,”"with respect to
the remainder, were false and misleading:since Geo. L. Claﬂm Co., Prov1denee,
R. 1., were not the name and address of the manufacturer. :

‘ On August 11, 1937,:no claimant ‘having appeared, Judo'ments of condemna-
tlon were entered and the product was ordered destroyed.:

"M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agrwulture

27705. Misbranding of Mineral Life. U. S. v. Henry E. Sampson and Sidmey J.
Dillon (Mineral Life Laboratories). Pleas of nolo contendere. Fines,
$40 and costs. (F. & D. No. 38595. Sample Nos. 10044-B, 41221-B.)

The labeling of this product bore false and fraudulent representatlons re-
g‘rrdmg its curative and therapeutic effeets.

On _March 25,.1937, the United States. attorney for the Southern District of
Iowa, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agricilture, filed in the district
court an information against Henry E. Sampson and. Sidrey J. Dillon, co-
partners trading as Mineral Life Laboratorles, Des Moines, Iowa, alleging
shipment by said defendants in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as
amended, on or about July 15, 1935, from the State of Iowa into the State of
Texas, and on or about November'21 1935, from the State of Iowa. into the
State of Minnesota of quantities of Mineral Life that was misbranded.

Analysis showed that the article consisted essentially of sulphur dioxide
(0 1 percent), sulphuric acid (004 percent), small ‘proportions of salts -of
sodium, potassium, calcium, magnesinm, manganese, iron, and copper {amount-
1ng to 0.1 percent), and water (appronmately 99.75 percent)..

‘The article was alleged to be misbranded in that certain statements, desi frns,
and devices regarding its therapeutic and curative ‘effects, borne on the bottle
label, falsely :and fraudulently represented that it was effective as a vitalizer,
as ‘an aid in‘the relief -of disease, and in the maintenance of body health;
effective to assist nature in restoring and maintaining health, to increase body'
resistance to disease, to supply the .blood with alkaline agents and the body
with mineral elements and to correct certain deficiency in diet; and effective
as a treatment, remedy, and cure for inflammation, pain, u]ceratlon catarrh,
sinus trouble, sore throat, and cuts.

On April 16, 1937, pleas of nolo contendere were entered by the dcfendants
and the court imposed fines. in the total amount of $40 and costs.

‘M. L. WILSON, Acting Secrctary of Agriculture.

27706. Misbranding of Corn King Dry Insccticide. U. S. v. The Shores Co.,
Inc. Plea of guilty. Fine, $25. (F. & D. No. 38639. Sample No.
63349-B.)

The label of this product bore false and fraudulent representations regarding
its curative or therapeutic effects.

On February 15, 1937, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Jowa, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against the Shores Co., Inc., Cedar Rapids, Iowa,

_alleging shipment by said company in violation of the Food and Dlugs Act
on or about May 7, 1936, from the State of Jowa into thé State. of Minnesota
of a quantity . of Corn King Dry Insecticide that was misbranded. 'The article
was labeled in part: “The Shores Company Cedar Rapids, Iowa.”:

Analysis showed that it consisted of a mixture of naphthalene, sulphur, cal-
cium compounds, and small amounts of creosote oil, sodium fluc-silicate, nicotine
(probably present as tobacco powder), and iron compou s,

The article was alleged to be mlsbranded in that certain statements, designs,
and devices regarding its curative or therapeutic effects, borne on the package
label, falsely and fraudulently represented that it was effective as a .treatment,
remedy, and cure for.flu in hogs and roup in poultry.

The information charged that the.article was .also- Jmsbranded ‘in violation
of the Insecticide Act of 1910, reported in notice of Judorment No. 1582 published
under that act.



